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MISSOURI APPELLATE COURT OPINION SUMMARY 

MISSOURI COURT OF APPEALS, WESTERN DISTRICT 

 
KRISHNARAO V. REDNAM, M.D., Respondent,  

v.   

STATE BOARD OF REGISTRATION FOR THE HEALING ARTS, 

Appellant 

  

 

 WD71290         Cole County 

          

Before Division Three Judges:  Karen K. Mitchell, P.J., James Edward Welsh and Mark D. 

Pfeiffer, JJ. 

 

 

Three months after Krishnarao V. Rednam, M.D., was convicted of a felony, the Board of 

Registration for the Healing Arts entered an order automatically revoking his physician's license 

and barring him from applying for reinstatement for seven years.  Rednam appealed to the circuit 

court.  The circuit court affirmed the revocation of Rednam's license but reversed the Board's 

determination that he could not apply for reinstatement for seven years.  The Board appeals.  

  

REVERSED AND REMANDED. 

 

Division Three holds: 

 

The Board's order was insufficient under section 536.090, RSMo 2000, to allow for 

judicial review.  The Board failed to set forth findings of fact concerning the only contested issue 

at Rednam's automatic revocation hearing, which was whether to impose a time bar on Rednam's 

applying for reinstatement and, if so, the length of such a bar.  Although the circuit court also 

concluded that the Board's order was insufficient, the court erred by not remanding the case to 

the Board to state the finding or findings on which it based its decision to prohibit Rednam for 

applying for reinstatement of his license for seven years.    

 

 

Opinion by:  James Edward Welsh, Judge    March 30, 2010 
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